In our recently published paper, 1 we tested the performance of an observation-based classifier (OBC) learned from machine-learning on archived answers to the Autism Diagnostic Observation Schedule (ADOS). Among other comparisons, we compared the OBC specificity and sensitivity to that reported by the Social Responsiveness Scale (SRS), a rapid instrument used in screening for autism risk. For this we used results published by Aldridge et al.
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2 that demonstrated high sensitivity of the SRS, 490%, but a low specificity of~8% on a population of 48 children referred to a tertiary level. However, we missed a second paper 3 published in the same year that reported on a larger and more appropriate pediatric population. The Schanding et al. 2012 study found the sensitivity and specificity of SRS to be close to or 490%. These numbers are a more appropropriate reflection of the accuracy of the SRS for our comparisons and are similar to the reported accuracy of our OBC. Autism detection and diagnosis continues to need rapid, accurate and readily deployable tools. SRS and OBC each show potential to address the need individually or potentially in combination.
